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BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL AND SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN
OFFICIAL ON ISSUES AND PURPOSES OF TRIP TO KOREA

SEOUL, KOREA

APRIL 20, 199%4

The following background brefing is atriburable 10 a senior defense official and 1o
a senior administrauon official.

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL. (The purpose of Secretary Perry's trip) had been to,
first, pet te know his counterpart, Defense Mintster Rhee, and through the meeting with
him and through the very intense consultations that he had with him to reaffirm, first, the
importance of the alliance but also to ensure that we have in place a productive and
effective consultative process

Secondly, to ensure that we have a conunon understanding of the problem today,
that being of course the threat from Noith Korea.

Thirdly, that we have a conunon approach to dealing with that threat and then,
fourthty, the Secretary’s purpose on this trip was to review, in some depth, with General
Luck and the senior officers of lus commarid the actual state of readiness of our forces as
well as those of our allies, the ROKs whu would come under his conunand in the event of
anv hostibties. You can see that cur objectives wese not exactly the same as the sequence
of ow: meetings today. We started out with General Luck and looking at the seadiness
issue and it ended up at lookiny at the overall, son of, conceptual issues with our ROK
senior officials  that 15, conceptual issues concerning the nature of the problem and the
witys 1o deal with it

Let e say that it was very clear, 1 think, in all of the four meetings that we had
with the senior Korean officials, that, first of all. they expressed very unanimous views
indicating a great amount of agreement amongst themselves and clearly a very solid front
within the Svuth Korean Government concerning the view of the threat from North
Korca and the ways to deal with it

[n the context of the cunversations beiween Secretary Perry and them, all agreed
that there s currently no imminent danger of any nulitary confrontations, certainly no
imminent danger of war with North Korea Tt was also agreed that we, for our part, will
not initiate any hostilines or any attack on Narth Korea  Secondly, that we will
deliberately provoke North Korear mto attacking South Korea. However, in order that
North Korea not muscaiculate and itself feel free to exploit what it may perceive as a
weakness on the part of the reacdiness of the South Koreans and theu Amenican allies to
defend South Korea we also resoived apain the firm intent 1o maintain a very hugh state of
military rendiness
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Buasically. the principie that ali agree upon was that the first priofity 15 10 press
forward vigorously and robustly with the diplomauc effort 10 resolve the North Korcan
issue  And sccondly, 1o remain firm in our overall siate of milirary readiness It was
agreed that, and I think 1his is a very important pomnt. it was agreed that if our curtent
diplomatic efforts fail, and as you know we have been pursuing diplomatic efforts for just
about over a year and we have been doing 1t very patiently. We have kept the door open
to the Noith 1o achieve its objectives--that 1s address iis concerns in the econonic area
mnd the security area on essentially the twvo conditions you know su well - Fust, that they
arc to permit the IAEA to inspect their nuclear faciliies and, secondly. that they also
engage in a meaningful dialogue with the South Koreans, especially aimed at
denuclearization of the Korean perunsula, something to which the North Koreans agreed
way back i 1991

We affirmed that we would continue to pull out al! stops, so to speak, to keep that
door open But that if, even after of all of our patient efforts. the North does nor respond
positively 1o thus process and especially i 11 goes forward in the months, weeks, whatever
ahead in refusing 1o let the IAEA come into finish the inspections that it staried last month
in March, and most particularly, if it moves to defuel it 25 megawatt reactor without
IAEA supervision and inspection and thus we luose contiol over what happens to the
plutonium that could be produced from the fuel extracted from the core of that reactor
then it is altogether appropriate, we agreed, o go to the UN Security council and ask [or
sanctions

As 1 have said our South Korean allies all unanimously agreed this afternoon that
that 1y the proper course to fallow

QUESTION But not before you reach the point of defueling wlich could be sooner,
could be later  (cross ralk)

QUESTION s that when there is gomg to be sanctions?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL There are no fixed dates  Let's say what we are
focused on now s g diplomatic provess whieh s really quite active

QUESTION If the defueling issue s put off say for four, five, six months and in the
megntime there is o inspecnon sill, sanctions will not be pursued, only when you reach
the pont of defuehing without the supervision”

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL 1 tlunk that it is difficult 1o answer that witheut first
gettinyg the expert techmeal opimon of Ir Tans Blix and the people in the JAEA We
have not consulted with lum in the last day o two and | am not sure of what his
assessment 15 of the current sttuation. Itisn1 clear at all when the North Koreans might
seek 10 defuel and reload then 25 megawatt reactor

QUESTION  You mean by the end of July?



1183

SENIOR DEFENSE QFFICIAL. Yeah. In theory there were technical reasons to do it ]
think about & year ago. They seem to have put it off. | think the process of our
negotintions over the past year, in fact, has in effect sort of frozen their program . then
overall program, which | must say, is a success of our diplomatic efforts. Even though we
have not resolved the pioblem, so Lo spuak, at Jeast we have now kept it fiom getting out
of control. Qur highest priority now is to ensure that we continue to keep it under

control  But obviously as time passes znd the clock ticks, it becomes more and more
difficult 1o do that, because then you start 1o face certain technical problems as the need to
refuel or defuel that reactor  and then try to gain some knowledge about what happens {0
the fuel that is extracted, and make surc that is it is not diverted into the production of
fissile materinls. So that does put added energy into the diplomatic process and does raise
the overall level of concern. No question about it

QUESTION" 1 am not sure about two things One, how does this change what your
position was on these sanctions before and, two, 1 guess I am unclear about the iimetable
Could this go on if they decided not 10 make a decision about defueling until November,
would this go on until November before you move into the sanctions phase?

SENIOR DEFENSE QOFFICIAL: Well 1 think again, we have to rely upon Dr. Bhix to
determine much of the timing as 1o when we might have 10 go back to the UN Secunry
Council if what we've got in train now in the way of diplomatic offers to North Korea
"come a cropper * 1f there is no response from North Korea, then I think Hans Blix will
have (0 1eturm 1o the Seeurity Council, probably sometime in May. and make a rcport on
whether or not he is able to maintain safeguards, continuity of safeguards that is, and
obviously report the negative news that he was not ablc to finish the inspections .

Questions  But isnt this where we left tungs at the end of the last Security Council.

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL - That's nght  When the President made the statement
and called for

QUESTION  _so this doesn't change poiicy”

SENTOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL No. Things are constant in that regard  The policy has
not chanped. really everytlung that I've talked about here really is absolutely consist with
what we have been doing over the past vear  Today's aciivities | think were reallv an
effort to reaffirm that we had a common understanding with our close allies on this issue,
that we were still, both sides comfortable with our diplomatic approach and also with our
resolve 10 maintain the needed ievel of military preparedness as a deterrent agamst any,
let's say, miscalculation or adventurous step on the part of North Korea o1, if necessary, in
order to defend aganst any atiack North Korea

(Semor Administrative Officaal enters room Cross talk )
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SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL |1 just gave a quick runs down on sort of the highlights
of the day's activitivs and the schedule, the agenda, the principle arcas of agreement in
tens of hew we and the ROK see the North Korean problem and the ways to deal with
it; the need to mamtan nulitary readiness but also the first priority 10 continue to press
forward vigorously with our diplomatic effoit

QUESTION: Can I ask the two of you to sort of address what our position 1s towards
working level talks with North Koiea, There was a statement made by Mike McCurry in
Washington, apparently, yesterday that addiessed the 1ssue I saw a Japanese press reporn
in a South Korcan newspapet, so it's like fourth hand by the time it got 10 me, but the
account made it sound ns if we are going 10 have workiny level talks by the end of the
week. What 1s our position on workng level talks? What conditions exist for such talks?

~ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL We don't have conditions. 1t you mean by
wuorking Jevel talks, the kind of Tom Hubbard/Gary Sevmour talks in New York that we
have at the nussion. We huve those 1alk as necessary when both sides think that they are
useful We can have them tunintow, we can have them next week  We don't stand on
punciple on those. It isn't like the third round where we say that there is a basis for the
dialogue that has to be met. Whenever it kind of mechanically appears that its going to be
useful, we do it

QUESTION" Do you have plans for such talks?

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL We are hoping that as a result of' the
discussions that we will have completed this week, this round, I just came from Beipng, |
have been here this week in Seoul, the Secrerary of Defense is here, we are both going to
Tokvo, we have had the UN Secumty Council resolution, excuse me, the UN. Secunty
Council Presidential statenient and we also have a sense of urgency as a result of that
Presidentinl statement and the connection of the statement to the tunetable that the LARA
is om, that when vou put all that together there will Le a sufficient basis for going back 10
trv to regcnerate the dialogue with the North su that we can eventually yet to a third
round Al of those words are nog meant to siy that we are going to do it before the end
of this weeh or I know exavily what dale But, yes, we would like 1o engaye the North
again and with the idea that we would get to & thud round through another agreement
We've said we had on the 1able all along the February 25th agreement and agreed
conclusions, whatever they wese calied as @ basis and the principies of that agreement are
still enes that we'd be willing to proceed on

QUESTION  Arce you talking about warking or high level?
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL | referred 1o both just now

GQUESTION  When vou expressed hope that you soon ”
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What 1 am saying s that after we finish this
round, this diplomatic round, and in light of the Presidennal statement and we also, |
gucss, which you take note of...some statements that have come out of Pyongyang in
recent days will find a basis for beginning the working level talks again in New York,
presumably in New York, to try again (o see if we can'l reinvigorate the February 25th
arrangements updated so that we can get to a third round

QUESTION: Do they have to do anything? Des the North have to do anything before we
walk into the working level talks?

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL. 1 wouldn't put it that way, unnccessarily, |
would say that we will assess the circumstances of what we undersiand is the Norh's
position and see whether there is any basis for thinking that the renewal of discussions in
New York would be productive. | don't think [ feel comfortabie with going beyond that
into the details, but I wouldn't put it in terms of any condition that they have 10 meet, |
think we would just assess...take the temperature

QUESTION. The reason I ask is that.. South Korean Foreign Minister Han said that
there was a condition that they had to promise 10 resume the uncompleted inspections

~

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL No. I don't think there is, | think there is a
misunderstanding,

QUESTION' 1 asked him three times 1 think he was very clear.

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION QFFICIAL  Actually, 1 think there is & misunderstanding,
1 don't know that, 1 said 7 think there is a misundersianding. My view, my opinion is thal
the Forcign Minister is unlikely to have laid down pre-conditions for working level
discussions.

QUESTION. He did itpublicly and ar & press conference.

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL  Well, T hear what you just said and | trust
you heard what 1 just said

QUESTION Would you go nto “Team Spint’ and what, if anything, is different about
this statcment from previous policy and what are the implications?

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Do you have the statement that was issued?
Can T)ust look at it before 1 comment on it and how its different?

{Cross talk.)

QUESTION  Can you tell us how its different?
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QULESTION. I mean you didn't set November before, right?
SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  No, that's true
QUESTION S that basically gives them about seven more months?
SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  Right. we've decided on a time.
QUESTION' What's magic about November?
SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  Oh | thunk that the minary leadership from this side and
the Korean side, in association, in essence decided that November was a convenient titne

given that it follows the harvest . minumal dainage 1o people's.

QUESTION. Not 10 put 100 fine u point on it, are you talking about by November,
meaning the end of Sepiember?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL Weil the way we put it is the November tume frame so |
supposc that s plus or minus

QUESTION: Are we fiushed with ‘Team Spirit’ questions

QUESTION Did you get the Team Spint’ quesuon answered?

ANSWER" Yes.

QUIESTION | wanted 1o ask about a comment that a semior defense official made before
you came in the room  Thus s the ruling out of preemptive action. Is this new? You satd

that there was sort of a formal agieement that we wouldn't take any preempiive action
Did I get you night on that?

SENIOR DEFENSLE OFFICIAL - We stated very uneyguivocally, in principie, thal we
would nat inittate any attach on North Korea

QUESTION  Did the South Koreans ask the 1) S5 to make that statement?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL. avihisume [ don't think tlns s new at all  Perry said
this before and at this time You can not rule it out forever

QUIESTION So we didn"t rule out anything in the future?
SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL. No At this time we would centainly not initiate any

attack  We don't see war as being impunent, either from the perspective of what we think
15 smart 1o do i response (o the challenge hom North Korea or the way we assess the
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posture of North Korea. We just don't see war as being immunent. ‘Imiminent,” mavbe
even sounds too

QUESTION Beyond November?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL® Ycah I'm uying to be too careful. I'm trying to define
a very short time frame ahead of us. For the indefinite period shead we don't see any
threat of military action. Let me put it that way

QUESTION. T would just like to go backwards for a second. How big would "Team
Spint’ be if it took place in November?

SENIOR DETFENSE QFFICIAL: 1 think it would be roughly the size of all past "Team
Spints

QUESTION. Which is roughly whar?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL. Well, | can measure in terms of numbers of people ]
guess, 1s onc way  We are talking roughly about one hundred thousand

SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL " About one hundred thousand is nght
QUESTION: How many Ameticans?

ANSWER. It very greatly frum yea 10 year It depends on how many come over from
the Siates

QUESTION  You don't have a notion of what this November would look like?
SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  We resumed planning for it so we're ready Lo do ht

QUESTION. You sort of tried this carrot and stick upproach with "Team Spirit’ already
and the North Koreans didi'tiespond - Are there any reasons 1o think that it might work
out ditferently this time”

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Its not like they didn't respond, they said

‘yes ' ‘They responded and we had a deal  They didn't fulfill their part of the deal, |

mean, that's how we look at it Thare are four moving parts, vne moving part was
completion of the mspections, the uther moving part was the agreement 1o exchange
envoys. those were thert two muving parts - Our two moving parts was suspension of
Team Spuit and the apreement to go to a thurd round. They didn't complete the
inspection and they wouldn't go o an exchange of envoys before the third round and so
the suspension of "Team Spint’ was unsuspended and we didn't show up for a third round

I mean, I'd put it this way, they didn't compicte the deal. We have said all along, however,
that notwithstanding, we are prepared 1f they will indeed honor the commitments to those
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elements to return (o those elements there are the four elements: the "Team Sparit’
element, the thurd round element, the conspliance with the JAEA safeguards as required for
continuity of safcpuads clement and the inter-Korean dialogrue etement Il we can put the
package together again with those four clements in i, we are prepared to make the deal

QUESTION s the 'Team Spint' statement concocted roughly as foilows, we wanted
them to make some kind of public statement about a date and they wanted 10 make clear
that 1t would be suspended again and the two sides met in the middie? 1s that a statemens
that

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL | described what the deal was  As soon as
the deal didnt work, as far as 1 think we and the Souh Koreans were concerned, "T'eam
Spint’ became unsuspended 1t remained as something that would need 10 be rescheduled
and we all said we would reschedule it and we have to talk about rescheduling it and then
when it was rescheduled we woulid have ta plan (o do it And what you have today 15 a
more explicit statement of when it would be rescheduled for and the tume frame and that
the planning would take place so you could do it then

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  Yes, that 1s essentially 1, as suid, since the
North Koreans didi't put 1in place one of their moving pans. we had 1o fiddle with ours
and

QULSTION  Let's sec il we can come closer 1o the question I was asking which s

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  Well, there is another point too which we haven't made
and thut 1 that "Team Spirit really does fulfill a function here. and that is that the longer
this issue goes on and diplomatic solutions aten't fornthcoming the greater is the need for us
lo mamtan a nilitary readiness "Team Spinic is an essential element in doing just that. So
i has much more than a sunple meantny of bemg a diplomatic chip 1o play...to manipulate

QUESTION Tdon't want 10 be & stick 1n the mud here, but | was wondering though if
we basically wanted them to mahe kind of ain aiwnouncemeni about tlus and 1hey wanted to
make sure that there was u Clear expression that this could be canceled again if the North
Koteans went back to doing what they had pronused 1o do before and the two sides et in
the nuddie and that's how you concocted tus specific siatement vou got to 1oday?

SENIOR ADMINTISTRATION QFFICIAL ) was i the room ang | don't know that |
could reconstruct it that way  There was an agreement that the elements here

were between the ROK and vursclves, there was agreement that we were going to have
Team Spirit unless there was, again, a4 diplomatic reason for not having it. There is
agreement that we were not poing to have 1 iomorow actually, in a more mil-mi
context it came vut m the fall, therefore, in the November time frame. J think, all alony,
we Kaew that diplomustcully we wantad to, pidon the expression, lesve it on the tabic ]
don't know that I know much more abow




1189

QUESTION: Wasn't the US position nitially at the time when "Team Spirit’ was pul
back, was reinstated, that there was, I think, a majority of pohicy makers in the
administration that did not want it (o be subject to subsequent canceflations

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL. You mean the principals had a meeting and
we took a vote and the mujority decided .no, never happened.

QUESTION . TIdon't know about a vote ..but there were some, including vour boss?
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL. No. 1 would say that 1s inaccurate.

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL" 1t is clear we are talking about "Team Spint’ 94 herc,
right?

QUESTION: Yes.. I'm referring to other policy makers including your boss.

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL- When ! said that | said I would say its
innacurate in your statement that a majority of the policy makers wanted to avoid having
Team Spinit be subject 10 diplomacy, 1 would say that is inaccurate. With respect to what
Secretary Christopher thought, ! really dom't know.

QUESTION  The other thing 1 was wondering if you could address, 15 the 1ssue of what
kind of military improvements that they agreed to make today. There were two
statemients made by them that alluded to military force improvements that they have
agreed 1o make One by these are both public statements too . one by Colonel Parks, the
Chief of Combar Intelligence for the JCS m the ROK  He said that there were some time-
critical things that would be imptemnented earlier than scheduled. Several examipies
included enhancement to our actillery forces  and mmprovements in night operations
capability, special forces equipment and communication equipment. Whats all that mesn?

SENIOR DEFENST. OFFICIAL. What General Luck and lus cominand have been
discussing for some time with the Republic of Korea Forces with wiuch he works daily
and on a very close basis  And indeed what we have been discussing at a political-nulitary
level with the Republic of Korea for the last couple of years by way of getting a greater
interoperability amonyg ourselves aud basicallv sirengihening our overall state of readiness
has been the need for the ROK o acquire, in many cases, weapon systems o hardwaie of
various types which are comphmentary to that which we have and which then would make
it easict for us to operate in the field as a well integrated force should the bajloon ever po
up  And thns effort ias been underway, really long before the North Korean issue raised
its head ay this being vne that causes the kind of concern that ot does today  To pet
specific, the kinds of things, 1 think, the kinds of things the ROK nulitary was referning to
today by way of force improvements are increasing thetr ability 10 deai with nghr-fighting
situations--therr acquisition of such picces of hardware as night vision goggles, GPS units
that individual soldiers would have so that they can onent themselves better at night
particularly during special operations-kinds of environments. As you know, the Nonlh
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Koreans possess u very formidable speuial operations force. perhaps the largest one in the
world, and therefure the Republic of Korea forces have to counter that. They know that
very well In order to do that best, one does it with. one has te realize that its done
usually at night and. theiefure, there is a need to acquire these night vision devises and the
like. Also, I think ] mentioned conunumcations gear and this gets

{monientary pause for change in tapes)
.50 1ts busic upgrading of their equipment in that sense

QUESTION. I'm sorry, what does it mean that they decided 1o do this earhier than
scheduled  Tlow early  they said 1oday o1 through your consultations that they are poing
o go out and buy ten thousand night vision goggles by next Tuesday? [ mean, how
specific did they ger?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  They 1eally weren't specific. 1 mean, these are things
that we have been discussing with them for some time  Like any nation that 100Ks at its
annual budget and purchasing plan, it establishes a set of priorities [ think what has
happened, and this is rather new 1o us 100 when we saw it in this announcement. they have
reordered their pricrities in a way that sysiems they may have thought were the high
prionity this year, they're going to put off for a year or two and, instead. move up the
priority on the acquisition of sume of this cquipment that would allow them to increase
their capacity to fight during mpht tme

QUESTION  How rapidly would they be able to get hold of thus stulT. do you think”?
SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  Oh. | think very rapidly.
QUESTION Weceks” Months” This year’

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICTAL  Most of thas stull, ] would think, is sort of off the
shell' the Kinds of stuff that 1y readily available in stocks

QUESTION  So they are going 1o buy 1t in conung weeks?

SENIOR DEFENSL OFFICEAL  'm not absolutely sure, frankly, but | would think its
possible 1o do it in the comung wecehs

QUESTION 1T was amazcd that they didn't already have counter battery radar
SENTOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  Well they do  In fact, they have two sets of counte:
battery tadir - They have the TPQ-36 and 1 think they are trying to buy anather wnc sets

over time  I'm not sure vver what peniod of tme  1'd have 1o check that

QUESTION  What about the 377
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SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  They're going to buy some 37's as well. They are going
to have some 36's and then pick up some 37's as well which gives them a longer range .

QUESTION: That's nine additional sets”

SENJOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL Yeah. I believe its nine additional sets. right .. with some
counter fire capability  Artillery and rockets that go along with 1t which, once one has
determined a location of an cnemy bartery, one can then immediatety attack it. As you
know, the artillery thieat here in this theater is very, very formidable 1ts estimated that
the North Koreans have some 11,000 tubes  About twice as many as our combined forces
have. As you also know, 1 think, those tubes are - most of them, are deployed quite
forward. That is, fairly close to the military demarcation line.. many of them within range
of this city  The high priorily is to take on that artillery threat right up front and very
quickly and, therefore, these Q-36 und Q-37 radars play a very, very key role

QUESTION. Just to clarify, is this a case where they were hoping 10 develop an
mdigenous system and, instead, they are buving ours?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL. Not to miy knowledse 1 can't be absolutely sure but |
don't think this 15 a case where they were

QUESTION: . because they weren't in a hurry 1o get it until recently... What convinced
them to be in a hurry to get it?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  Onc reason s that the Norh has been surprisingly quick
in increasing the number of its batteries, especially those that are duy; in rather well in the
granite mountainsides up north across the demarcaton hine . quicker than people would
have expected We've hud Lo nugment our counter battery radar and fire systems more
rupidly than we thought

QUESTION  Did that happen recently, the increase in arullery pieces along there?

SENIOR DEFENSL OFFICIAL - Well, veal recently, | mean i the sense of _over the
lnst couple of years therc has been a tremendous increase.

QUESTION: What does nine sets mean”
SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  and an increase in particular types.
QUESTION. TIs that a lot or a little, 1 mean that's mine sets of _How do ! translate that

into sometheng that ¢ reader could undersiand? 1 mean, how many sets do they have now?
Is this ike o doubhng, a toiphing, a quadiuphng of



1192

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  Well they have two sets now and they're going to
acquire nine moie, that would be an increase by a factor of five, I guess

QUESTION  And that gives them a capability to do what more?
SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL The capabiiity to cover a much larger area of the front.
QUESTION' The 36's are mainiy for mortars aren't they? Not for artillery?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL- No, 36's can also track artillery  Its a question of
range.

QUESTION: Is nine o1 buth types?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL . its tor Howitzers, mortars, large caliber monars,
small caliber mortars .as well as artillery, ] think. i the range of up 10 30 KM Whercas
37's will go well beyond that

QUESTION' Are these things expensive” Do you kiiow how much buying nine sets will
cost them? :

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL 1 don't think I couid write a check for onc uniess my
wife's been hiding money on me  No, they're not cheap but I guess as military hardware
goes 1ts ulso not outrageously expensive. You're talking & fairly modest amount of money,
about a Million dollars or so

QUESTION Just 1o clarify  mune s the total of 36's and 37's combined?
SENIOR DEFENST. OFFICIAL | beheve that's true, yeah
QUESTION" But that's not something that was decided on today. .

SENIOR DEFENSE OFTICIAL  No, that was not something that was decided upon
today That's been in the woiks

(Cross talk )

QUESTION Perry said that we've also recommended a grealer emphasss on tactical
helicopters, Apache helicoprers for exampie, and precision-guided anti-tank munitions
Did they promise anything along thuse lines?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL Let's see We have discussed the issue of, again, in the
night fighting enviromment the need for them 1o acquire sysiems that would allow their
Cobiss to see at night and, therefore, be more effective in that envirounent They are
planning to acquire some Apaches  I'm not sure just when  If you don't mind we can ake
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that as sort of a taken question and try 1o get you an answer tomorrow. And I doi't know
how many either .

QUESTION: Do you know more than you knew the last time? Today, did they announce
something new on that score?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL: Not today. No. When I was here a month ago, they
were alking about acquiring Apaches.

QUESTION. They probably don't have any Apaches?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL  Currently they have none. We have them in our
inventory here. They have Cubias.

QUESTION: . .and anti-tank munitions?

SENIOR DEFENSE OFFICIAL: And anti-tanks musutions. Actually, it turns out that
they are pretty well stocked up with TOW, which is a very...sort of our 10p of the line
anti-tank...particulasly shoulder-fired or ground vehicle-fired anti-tank weapon or anu-
armor weapon. And they've got lots and lots of them [ think what we're taiking about in
precision-guided anti-tank munitions, really, is that which would be launched from other
platforms like helicopters  So, Mavenicks, things like that,

QUESTION Just & real quick one...one last one  On restarting working level talks, have
you rcceived any kind of indication from the North Koreans that they are interested in that
at tlus point?

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have had (inaudibie)... weeks.. days. .
months _back and forth in the New York channel. As a general rule, we don't talk about
every exchange in that channel and what I've been wanting to convey 1o you without
misleading you at all is that we have tried 10 keep that channel one that really is without
conditivns so that its easy fur us to meet with them in New York and whenever it looks
hikets a good wdea, we will - What T want to tell you is that when it looks like its a good
idea in the commg days, we will J can’t say that its going to happen this week, that's why
when Jeff saud or someone says “Is it going 10 be this week?" | can't say W definitely are
expecting or hoping that we will be able to get ourselves together with them at the
working level to see if we can find 4 way 1o get back 1o the formuiation for u third round
and | don't want to go any further .

QUESTION. Can I start it, | mean somcone has to ask, (naudible).. .is that ut?

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL That's not even a big deal 1 think what, in
fact, we're looking for 15 a bass to think that exchanges in that channel are going to be
heipful and envugh things have happened since February 25th fell aparnt that we are hoping
that in the coming days, weeks, whatever, we will get back together in that channe! and try
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to get back to it if they want to What I'n really trying to do is not rmsiead you and not
tell you anymore thain I want to tell you at this point .1 just want to preserve that, that's all
1 want 10 do.

Thank you.

--End--



